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75. Compliance with the emission lim-
its for SO2 shall be determined by using 
data from a CEMS. 

(2) Continuous emissions monitoring 
shall apply during all periods of oper-
ation of the coal burning equipment, 
including periods of startup, shutdown, 
and malfunction, except for CEMS 
breakdowns, repairs, calibration 
checks, and zero and span adjustments. 
Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring SO2 and diluent gas shall 
complete a minimum of one cycle of 
operation (sampling, analyzing, and 
data recording) for each successive 15- 
minute period. Hourly averages shall 
be computed using at least one data 
point in each fifteen minute quadrant 
of an hour. Notwithstanding this re-
quirement, an hourly average may be 
computed from at least two data points 
separated by a minimum of 15 minutes 
(where the unit operates for more than 
one quadrant in an hour) if data are 
unavailable as a result of performance 
of calibration, quality assurance, pre-
ventive maintenance activities, or 
backups of data from data acquisition 
and handling system, and recertifi-
cation events. When valid SO2 pounds 
per hour, or SO2 pounds per million Btu 
emission data are not obtained because 
of continuous monitoring system 
breakdowns, repairs, calibration 
checks, or zero and span adjustments, 
emission data must be obtained by 
using other monitoring systems ap-
proved by the EPA to provide emission 
data for a minimum of 18 hours in each 
24 hour period and at least 22 out of 30 
successive boiler operating days. 

(f) Reporting and Recordkeeping Re-
quirements. Unless otherwise stated all 
requests, reports, submittals, notifica-
tions, and other communications to 
the Regional Administrator required 
by this section shall be submitted, un-
less instructed otherwise, to the Direc-
tor, Multimedia Planning and Permit-
ting Division, U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, Region 6, to the atten-
tion of Mail Code: 6PD, at 1445 Ross Av-
enue, Suite 1200, Dallas, Texas 75202– 
2733. For each unit subject to the emis-
sions limitation in this section and 
upon completion of the installation of 
CEMS as required in this section, the 
owner or operator shall comply with 
the following requirements: 

(1) For each emissions limit in this 
section, comply with the notification, 
reporting, and recordkeeping require-
ments for CEMS compliance moni-
toring in 40 CFR 60.7(c) and (d). 

(2) For each day, provide the total 
SO2 emitted that day by each emission 
unit. For any hours on any unit where 
data for hourly pounds or heat input is 
missing, identify the unit number and 
monitoring device that did not produce 
valid data that caused the missing 
hour. 

(g) Equipment Operations. At all 
times, including periods of startup, 
shutdown, and malfunction, the owner 
or operator shall, to the extent prac-
ticable, maintain and operate the unit 
including associated air pollution con-
trol equipment in a manner consistent 
with good air pollution control prac-
tices for minimizing emissions. Deter-
mination of whether acceptable oper-
ating and maintenance procedures are 
being used will be based on information 
available to the Regional Adminis-
trator which may include, but is not 
limited to, monitoring results, review 
of operating and maintenance proce-
dures, and inspection of the unit. 

(h) Enforcement. 
(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion in this implementation plan, any 
credible evidence or information rel-
evant as to whether the unit would 
have been in compliance with applica-
ble requirements if the appropriate 
performance or compliance test had 
been performed, can be used to estab-
lish whether or not the owner or oper-
ator has violated or is in violation of 
any standard or applicable emission 
limit in the plan. 

(2) Emissions in excess of the level of 
the applicable emission limit or re-
quirement that occur due to a malfunc-
tion shall constitute a violation of the 
applicable emission limit. 

[76 FR 81758, Dec. 28, 2011, as amended at 79 
FR 12956, Mar. 7, 2014] 

§§ 52.1924–52.1927 [Reserved] 

§ 52.1928 Visibility protection. 

(a) The following portions of the 
Oklahoma Regional Haze (RH) State 
Implementation Plan submitted on 
February 19, 2010 are disapproved: 
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(1) The SO2 BART determinations for 
Units 4 and 5 of the Oklahoma Gas and 
Electric (OG&E) Muskogee plant; Units 
1 and 2 of the OG&E Sooner plant; and 
Units 3 and 4 of the American Electric 
Power/Public Service Company of 
Oklahoma (AEP/PSO) Northeastern 
plant; 

(2) The long-term strategy for re-
gional haze; 

(3) ‘‘Greater Reasonable Progress Al-
ternative Determination’’ (section 
VI.E), and 

(4) Separate executed agreements be-
tween ODEQ and OG&E, and ODEQ and 
AEP/PSO entitled ‘‘OG&E Regional 
Haze Agreement, Case No. 10–024, and 
‘‘PSO Regional Haze Agreement, Case 
No. 10–025,’’ housed within Appendix 6– 
5 of the RH SIP. 

(b) The portion of the State Imple-
mentation Plan pertaining to adequate 
provisions to prohibit emissions from 
interfering with measures required in 
another state to protect visibility, sub-
mitted on May 10, 2007 and supple-
mented on December 10, 2007 is dis-
approved. 

(c) The SO2 BART requirements for 
Units 4 and 5 of the Oklahoma Gas and 
Electric (OG&E) Muskogee plant, and 
Units 1 and 2 of the OG&E Sooner 
plant; the deficiencies in the long-term 
strategy for regional haze; and the re-
quirement for a plan to contain ade-
quate provisions to prohibit emissions 
from interfering with measures re-
quired in another state to protect visi-
bility are satisfied by § 52.1923. 

(d) The revision to the Regional Haze 
plan submitted on June 20, 2013 con-
cerning Units 3 and 4 of the American 
Electric Power/Public Service Com-
pany of Oklahoma (AEP/PSO) North-
eastern plant is approved. For this 
source the plan addresses requirements 
for BART and adequate provisions to 
prohibit emissions from interfering 
with measures required in another 
state to protect visibility. As called for 
in the plan if a SO2 emission limit of 
0.3 lb/MMBtu is not met the State will 
obtain and/or identify additional SO2 
reductions within Oklahoma to the ex-
tent necessary to achieve the antici-
pated visibility benefits estimated by 

the Central Regional Air Planning As-
sociation (CENRAP). 

[76 FR 81759, Dec. 28, 2011, as amended at 79 
FR 12954, Mar. 7, 2014] 

§ 52.1929 Significant deterioration of 
air quality. 

(a) Regulation for preventing signifi-
cant deterioration of air quality. The 
Oklahoma plan, as submitted, does not 
apply to certain sources in the State. 
Therefore the provisions of § 52.21 ex-
cept paragraph (a)(1) are hereby incor-
porated, and made part of the Okla-
homa State implementation plan, and 
are applicable to the following major 
stationary sources or major modifica-
tions: 

(i) Sources permitted by EPA prior to 
approval of the Oklahoma PSD pro-
gram for which EPA retains enforce-
ment authority. 

(ii) Sources proposing to locate on 
lands over which Oklahoma does not 
have jurisdiction under the Clean Air 
Act to issue PSD permits. 

(b) The plan revisions submitted by 
the Governor of Oklahoma on August 
22, 1989, as adopted on March 23, 1989, 
by the Oklahoma State Board of 
Health and effective June 11, 1989, 
amendments to OAPCR 1.4.4 ‘‘Major 
Sources—Prevention of Significant De-
terioration (PSD) Requirements for At-
tainment Areas’’ is approved as meet-
ing the requirements of Part C of the 
Clean Air Act for preventing signifi-
cant deterioration of air quality. 

(c)(1) Insofar as the Prevention of 
Significant Deterioration (PSD) provi-
sions found in Oklahoma’s approved 
plan apply to stationary sources of 
greenhouse gas (GHGs) emissions, the 
Administrator approves that applica-
tion only to the extent that GHGs are 
‘‘subject to regulation’’, as provided in 
this paragraph (b), and the Adminis-
trator takes no action on that applica-
tion to the extent that GHGs are not 
‘‘subject to regulation.’’ 

(2) Beginning January 2, 2011, the pol-
lutant GHGs is subject to regulation if: 

(i) The stationary source is a new 
major stationary source for a regulated 
NSR pollutant that is not GHGs, and 
also will emit or will have the poten-
tial to emit 75,000 tpy CO2e or more; or 
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